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Genwal Coal Company
P.O0. Box 1201 K
Huntington, Utah 84527

Crandall Canyon Mine
Utah Permit# 015/032

Random Sample Inspection
July 27, 1989

Participants:

Rade H. Orell, Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
Albuquerque Field Office (AFO); Harold Sandbeck, Utah Division of
0i1l, Gas and Mining (DOGM) and Allen Childs, Genwal Coal Company
(operator's representative).

Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Report:

The Mine Site Evaluation Inspection Report (MSEIR) form has been
completed to reflect the random sample inspection (RSI).The DOGM
representative issued a Notlice of Violation (NOV) as a result of the
inspection. The NOV is referenced by the number 2 at performance
standard code D, Sediment Control Measures on the MSEIR. The NOV lis
explained In greater detail later in this report. The Ilnspection did
not result in the 1issuance of a Ten-Day Notice.

Introduction:

The inspection included a records review as well as observations of
the mine site. We met the operator's representative at the mine

office in Huntington before traveling to the mine. We conducted the
field inspection first, followed by the records review. The weather
was clear to cloudy with rain. Ground conditions varied from dry to
wet. I used a Pentax IQ Zoom camera to photograph areas of interest.

Field Inspection:

The field inspection commenced at the upper part of the mine
facilities at the powder magazine area and terminated at the lowest
topsoll stockpile on the haul road.

Powder Magazine - The inspection of this area indicated that the site
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was generally in good repair at the time of the inspection. We noted
that ditch UD-2 (undisturbed diversion) was in need of some minor
maintenance at the time of the inspection. While the ditch was not
breached or over-topped it was showing some signs of silt deposition.
The operator's representative was advised to maintain the structure.
The ouslope of this area is being stabilized through vegetation and a
sprinkler irrigation plan. The slope appeared stable in regard to
vegetation/erosion and the irrigation appears to be beneficial. Wwe
continued along the magazine access road to the stilling basin. We
found that the basin, straw bales and culvert C-6 were in good
repailr. The inspection of culvert UD-1 also indicated that the )
structure was in good repalr at the time of the inspection. Diversion
ditch DD-1 was also inspected. The DOGM representative advised the
operator's representative to maintain the small ditch such that its
ability to function is not impaired. We did not observe any breaches
or evidence of over-toping of the structure.

Forest Service Parking Lot/Snow Storage Area - This area was the
subject of a Ten-Day Notice (TDN) during the last oversight
inspection. The TDN was issued for the operator's failure to pass
the disturbed drainage through a sediment pond before leaving the
permit area. This inspection indicated that the earth material and
coal fines that were mixed with snow and stored on the site are no
longer present. The operator's representative indicated that the
materials were conveyed to the sediment pond for disposal. The
representative also indicated that the company has no intentions of
using the site for snow storage in the future. This office reminded
DOGM by letter, mailed the week of August that the basis for the
appropriate finding on the TDN issued during the previous RSI was
that the Division would approve SAEs for the areas cited in the
notice. As such, DOGM was advised that the AFO expects the issue to
be addressed by the Division in a timley manner and that the AFO will
programatically monitor the situation.

Portal Area - The inspection of the portal area Included observations
of the intake portal, the ventillation fan, ditch UD-3 which is
actualy a 24 pipe, culvert C-5 and disturbed diversion ditch DD-8.
The 1inspectlion Indicated that the structures were in good repalr at
the time of our observations,

Lower Pad - For the purposes of this report the lower pad includes
the parking/storage area, the truck turnaround, the coal loading
area, the varlous culverts and ditches, the sediment pond and the
outslope of the pad. Generally, the culverts, ditches and sediment
pond were found to be in good repair at the time of the inspection.
The DOGM representatlive did advise the operator's representative to
maintain ditch DD-7. si1lt accumulations were evident, the ditch was
not breached nor was there evidence of over-topping.

The outslope of the pad was the subject of a TDN during the last
random sample inspection. The TDN was issued for the operator's
failure to pass disturbed area drainage through a sediment pond
before leaving the bermit area. In response to the TDN DOGM approved
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a Small Area Exemption (SAE) for the area on June 6, 1989. The SAE
requlres the operator to install silt fence along the slope toe from
previously approved SAEs 1 to 3. The silt fence was not istalled at
the time of the inspection. Therefore, the DOGM representative issued
an NOV to the operator for fallure to comply with the approved plan
In accordance with UMC 771.19. The NOV is reflected by the number 2
at performance standard code D, Sediment Control on the MSEIR. Code D
ls referenced as the standard violated because the violation deals
with sediment control. The MSEIR form does not contain a standard for
the regulation cited by the DOGM representative.

Topsoll Stockplles - We inspected the three topsoll stockplles
located adjacent to the haul road. The stockpiles are numbered 1
through 3 with #1 being the upper plle. For the purposes of this
report they are referred to the upper, middle and lower topsoill
stockplles,

The upper stockplile, #1, 1s located adJacent to what is identified as
the disturbed area where it crosses the road. The disturbed area is
marked by a Mine ID slign. The stockplle is also identified by a sign.
The soll material appeared stable at the time of the inspection with
some minor maintenance needed on the straw bales surrounding the
perimeter of the stockpile.

The middle stockplile, #2, straw bales also needed maintenance at the
time of the inspection. We did not observe any evidence to suggest
that topsoll had been eroded from the pile. The operator's
representative was advised to ensure that the straw bales are
adequately maintained.

The lower stockpile, #3, was generally In good repair at the time of
the inspection with respect to erosion and vegetatlion,. We observed
however that the stockplle did not include a straw bale perimeter.
The east end of the stockpile included a ditch and small basin on the
south side slope toe. The west end of the stockpile was only bounded
by large rock on it south side toe. The three stockpiles were also
included in the TDN issued during the last RSI and in the SAE
subsequently approved by DOGM. We checked the approved plan with
respect to measures that would be installed at the stockplles. The
approved plan specifically states the operator will install straw
bales around the perimeter of all the stockpiles. Therefore, the DOGM
representative included this situation in the NOV referenced above.

Records Review:

The records review included observations and discussion of the
sediment pond inspection reports, irrigation records/precipitation
records, subsidence monitoring, hydrology monitoring for the first
and second quarters of 1989, NPDES quarterly monitoring reports for
the same two quarters, construction certifications for the sediment
pond, certificate of liability, and a review of the approved plan for

.........




PAGE 4

the SAEs referenced above.

Close-0Out:

| The close-out meetling focused on the NOV 1ssued by DOGM, and a

| discussion of the situation at the Forest Service Parking Lot/Snow

| Storage Area. I advised the DOGM representative as well as the

| operator's representative that I would relay the current status of

| the site, as described above, to management in AFO upon my return to

| the offlice. I also indicated that a declision regarding a course of

| action would be rendered at that time. As stated above AFO management

| determined on August 8 that DOGM should be reminded by letter about
the TDN issued during the previous RSI and why the Division's
response was found appropriate.
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